S1616

areas covering multiple States. The
rule takes important decision-making
away from local officials who know the
land and understand the needs of their
communities.

The BLM rule sought to ignore the
multiple-use requirements established
by Congress and diminishes the impor-
tance of energy development. The rule
tilts the balance in favor of conserva-
tion and non-development and away
from responsible energy development,
as well as other uses, like grazing.

In a State like North Dakota, with a
distinctive patchwork of underground
Federal minerals and private or State
surface ownership, this creates more
uncertainty for energy producers and
more difficulty for our ranchers. By re-
pealing this rule, we are preserving our
longstanding tradition of allowing mul-
tiple uses on Federal lands, while pro-
tecting the livelihoods of our ranchers,
energy producers, and many others.
That is why this resolution is sup-
ported by the North Dakota Stock-
men’s Association, along with the Na-
tional Association of Counties, the Na-
tional Association of State Depart-
ments of Agriculture, the Farm Bu-
reau, the National Cattlemen’s Beef
Association, the Public Lands Council,
and the U.S. Chamber of Commerce,
just to name a few.

I am proud to be an original cospon-
sor of the CRA on the BLM planning 2.0
rule. I thank Chairman MURKOWSKI,
the chairman of our Energy Com-
mittee, for her leadership on this im-
portant issue.

The House passed this CRA on Feb-
ruary 7 in a bipartisan manner. I am
hopeful the Senate will do so as well
and send this bill to the President’s
desk this week.

Today’s CRA ensures that State,
local, and Tribal input and expertise
should guide the management of our
public lands. Let’s stop the BLM’s
planning 2.0 rule and give the people
who live and work in these commu-
nities a say on what happens in their
hometowns. We can do that by voting
for this CRA. I urge my colleagues to
do so.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana.

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, the peo-
ple spoke loudly last fall. For too long,
the Obama administration ignored the
common sense of those who managed
the lands and our natural resources.
Now is the time for that power to be
put back into the hands of the folks
who know it best; that is, the people of
Montana, not Washington, DC. And the
Bureau of Land Management’s Plan-
ning 2.0 rule is no different.

The resolution we are debating
today, H.J. Res. 44, would block the im-
plementation of a rule that would fun-
damentally change the land planning
process at the BLM. It would be for the
worst.

During the Obama administration’s
final days in office, they put through
many midnight rules costing a total of
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$157 billion, including this rule shift
which was issued on December 12, 2016,
which fundamentally changes the land
planning process. The rule shifts the
planning and decisionmaking away
from those who know the land best,
away from BLM regional field offices,
and back to BLM Headquarters in
Washington, DC. That is the exact op-
posite direction that land management
should be going, and that is why this
rule must go also.

This rule limits the voice of our local
and State governments, and it
strengthens the voice of folks who are
living far away from the lands that are
impacted.

Montana farmers, Montana ranchers,
Montana miners, the Montana electric
co-ops, Montana conservation districts,
and Montana county commissioners
have all expressed a concern for this
rule and have urged congressional ac-
tion. And there can’t be a more com-
monsense list of Montanans than that
list I just mentioned. In fact, even the
western Governors are concerned. As
recently as February 10, 2017, our own
Governor of Montana, Steve Bullock,
and Governor Daugaard from South
Dakota urged Congress to direct BLM
to reexamine the rule. ‘‘Governors are
concerned that BLM’s emphasis on
landscape-scale planning may lead to a
resulting emphasis on national objec-
tives over state and local objectives.”
“Collectively, these changes severely
limit the deference Governors were
previously afforded with respect to
RMP development.” That is what our
Governors are saying. I am quoting our
Governors from the West.

There needs to be more balance in
Federal land management. For the last
8 years, we have been out of balance.
0Oil and natural gas development on
Federal lands dropped significantly
under President Obama. In fact, for
natural gas, we have seen an 18-percent
decrease, while oil production on pri-
vate and State lands doubled, versus
the same on Federal land.

Montana has nearly 2 million acres of
public land that are inaccessible to the
public. Our farmers and ranchers in
Montana need a more balanced part-
nership with the Federal land man-
agers. They deserve more input in the
development of land management poli-
cies, not less. By the way, our Federal
forests in Montana are in dire need of
more active management.

So where do we go next? There is no
disagreement that revisions need to be
made. Let’s take this rule back to the
drawing board and do it right. Let’s
work with our new Secretary of the De-
partment of the Interior, RYAN ZINKE,
a Montanan, and President Trump to
restore more western commonsense to
land management.

I urge my colleagues to support H.J.
Res. 44.

———
RECESS

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate re-
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cess until 2:15 p.m. and that the time
during the recess be charged equally to
both sides on the joint resolution.
There being no objection, the Senate,
at 12:35 p.m., recessed until 2:15 p.m.
and reassembled when called to order
by the Presiding Officer (Mr. FLAKE).

———

DISAPPROVING A RULE SUB-
MITTED BY THE DEPARTMENT
OF THE INTERIOR—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
PORTMAN). The Senator from Utah, the
President pro tempore.

COMMEMORATING RARE DISEASE DAY

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to engage Senator
KLOBUCHAR in a colloquy to commemo-
rate Rare Disease Day in order to dis-
cuss issues facing patients and the fam-
ilies of those who have been diagnosed
with these types of conditions.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, as co-
chairs of the Rare Disease Caucus, Sen-
ator KLOBUCHAR and I have worked
hard to bring more hope to patients
and their families who are coping with
rare diseases on a daily basis.

Today 1 in 20 individuals worldwide is
living with one or more of the more
than 7,000 rare diseases, 95 percent of
which do not have an effective treat-
ment. While the incentives provided by
the Orphan Drug Act, first championed
by me in 1983, has led to the approval
of nearly 600 orphan drugs, much more
needs to be done.

Many patients living with rare dis-
eases rely on the FDA to evaluate and
approve treatment options for their
conditions. That is why it is so impor-
tant for the FDA to use its authority
to accelerate the evaluation and ap-
proval of drugs for treating rare dis-
eases and for Congress to ensure that
proper incentives exist for research to
discover and make affordable treat-
ments and cures available for this com-
munity.

To address this issue, Congress
passed the FDA Safety and Innovation
Act of 2012, which refined and strength-
ened the tools available to FDA to ac-
celerate the evaluation and approval of
new drugs targeting unmet medical
needs for rare conditions. I have been
paying close attention to how this new
authority translates into advances for
patients suffering from conditions such
as Duchenne muscular dystrophy,
atypical hemolytic uremic syndrome,
Bertrand-N-glycanase deficiency, and
other rare diseases.

In light of these changes over the
past few years, I ask my friend from
Minnesota whether the current ap-
proval process is achieving its goals of
safety and efficacy without hampering
the development of new therapies.

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. I thank Senator
HATcH for beginning this colloquy. I
am so proud to be a cochair of the Rare
Disease Caucus with him, and I share
my colleague’s concerns. I think there
must be improvements that are made. I
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